N.J.10951~11000] SERVICE AND REGULATORY ANNOUNCEMENTS. 587

controls the cough * * *7” (circular) “Will * * * pelieve any kind of
cough ; will relieve all chronic coughs, and will arrest paroxysms in whooping
cough * * * For Whooping Cough * * * TUse this method of treatment,
regularly, and you will find that you will control the whooping cough in a
short time. Consumption In this trouble, use Euca-Mul * * * for the
effect in the disease, regardless of the cough, * * * Agthma This disease
should be treated with Huca-Mul * * * Croup * * * Xuca-Mul will be
appreciated in this disease * * * The persistent use of Euca-Mul brings
the best result * * =*2”

Analysis of a sample of the article by the Bureau of Chemistry of this de-
partment showed that it consisted of an emulsion of eucalyptus oil, reducing
sugar, glycerin, gum, alcohol, and water.

Misbranding of the article was alleged in substance in the libels for the
reason that the above-quoted statements, appearing in the labels of the said
bottles and cartons and in the accompanying circular, as the case might be,
were false and fraudulent in that the said article did not contain any ingredi-
ent or combination of ingredients capable of producing the curative and thera-
peutic effects claimed in the said statements.

On September 17 and 19, 1921, respectively, no claimant having appeared
for the property, judgments of condemnation and forfeiture were entered, and
it was ordered by the court that the product be destroyed by the United States
marshal,

C. W. PuasLEY, Acting Secretary of Agriculiure.

10972, Misbranding of Lukosine. U, S8, v. 1 Gross Packages of Lukosine.
Default decree of condemnation, forfeiture, and destruction.
(F. & D. No. 15051, 8. No. C~2908.)

On June 21, 1921, the United States attorney for the Rastern District of
Louisiana, acting upon a report by the Secretary of Agriculture, filed in the
District Court of the United States for said district a libel for the seizure and
condemnation of 1 gross packages of Lukosine, remaining unsold in the original
packages at New Orleans, La., alleging that the article had been shipped by
the National Drug Co., New York, N. Y., on or about May 28, 1921, and trans-
ported from the State of New York into the State of Louisiana, and charging
misbranding in violation of the Food and Drugs Act, as amended.

Analysis of a sample of the article by the Bureau of Chemistry of this
department showed that it consisted of a powder containing approximately 80
per cent of borie acid and small proportions of zinc sulphate, alum, and a
salicylate, and traces of alkaloid, phenol, thymol, and menthol, colored pink.

Misbranding of the article was alleged in substance in the libel for the rea-
son that the following statements appearing on the label of the package con-
taining the said article, regarding its curative and therapeutic effect, * Indi-
cations Gonorrhea, Leucorrhea * * * Inflammation of Mucous Membranes,
Catarrh, Ulcers, Ete,” were false and fraudulent since the said article con-
tained no ingredient or combination of ingredients capdble of producing the
effects claimed.

On December 12, 1921, no claimant having appeared for the property, judg-
ment of condemnation and forfeiture was entered, and it was ordered by the
court that the product be destroyed by the United States marshal.

C. W. PuesLEY, Acting Secretary of Agriculture.

10973, Adulteration and misbranding of tomato purdée, U. S. v. 1,740
Cases of Tomato Purée. Default decree of condemnation, for-

feiture, and destruction. (F. & D. No. 15798. 8. No. €-2914.)

On March 24, 1922, the United States attorney for the Eastern District of
Louisiana, acting upon a report by the Secretary of Agriculture, filed in the
District Court of the United States for said district a libel for the seizure and
condemnation of 1,740 cases of tomato purée, remaining unsold in the original
unbroken packages at New Orleans, La., alleging that the article had been
shipped by Sisk & Son, Milton, Del,, in part on or about November 1, and in
part on or about November 3, 1921, and transported from the State of Dela-
ware into the State of Louisiana, and charging adulteration and misbranding
in violation of the Food and Drugs Act. The article was labeled in part:
“¢Duke of Maryland’ Brand Tomato Puree * * * Packed by J. B. Anp-
drews & Co. at Hurlock, Md., U. S. A.”

Adulteration of the article was alleged in the libel for the reason that it
consisted wholly or in part of a filthy, decomposed, and putrid vegetable sub-
stance.
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Misbranding was alleged in substance for the reason that the statement, to
wit, “Packed by J. P. Andrews & Co. at Hurlock, Md., U. 8. A.,” was false
and misleading and deceived and misled the purchaser.

On May 25, 1922, no claimant having appeared for the property, judgment
of condemnation and forfeiture was entered, and it was ordered by the court
that the product be destroyed by the United States marshal.

C. W. PuasLry, Acting Secretary of Agriculiure.

10974. Adulteration and misbranding of cottonseed meal and misbrand-
ing of cottonseed eake. U. S. v. MecCall Cotton & 0il Co., a Cor-~
poration. Plea of guilty. Fine, $400. (F. & D. No. 15841. I S.
Nos. 10790-t, 10804—-t, 10805-t.)

On February 25, 1922, the United States attorney for the District of Arizona,
acting upon a report by the Secretary of Agriculture, filed in the District Court
of the United States for said district an information against the McCall Cotton
& Oil Co., a corporation, Phoenix, Ariz., alleging shipment by said company, in
violation of the Food and Drugs Act, as amended, from the State of Arizona
into the State of New Mexico, on or about November 15, 1920, and April 22,
1921, respectively, of quantities of cottonseed meal, a portion of which was
adulterated and misbranded and the remainder of which was misbranded, and
on or about April 1, 1921, of a quantity of cottonseed cake which was mis-
branded. The November 15, 1920, shipment of cottonseed meal was labeled in
part: “100 Pounds (Net) Cracked Cottonseed Meal * * * Guaranteed analy-
sis Protein 43.00 per cent * * *” 'The April 22, 1921, shipment of cotton-
seed meal was unlabeled, but was invoiced as *“ Cottonseed Meal 43%.” 'The

cottonseed cake was labeled in part: “ * * * PBrand-McCall Co. McCall
Cotton & Oil Co. Phoenix, Arizona Guaranteed Analysis Crude Protein 43.00
per cent.”

Analysis, by the Bureau of Chemistry of this department, of a sample from
each of the consignments of cottonseed meal showed that it contained 38.96 and
38.61 per cent, respectively, of protein. Analysis of a sample of the cottonseed
cake by said bureau showed that it contained 41 per cent of protein.

Adulteration of the April 22, 1921, shipment of cottonseed meal was alleged
in the information for the reason that a cottonseed meal of less than 43 per
cent of protein, to wit, a cottonseed meal which contained approximately 38.96
per cent of protein, had been substituted for a cottonseed meal which contained
43 per cent of protein, which the said article purported to be.

Misbranding of the same shipment of cottonseed meal was alleged for the
reason that it was food in package form, and the quantity of the contents was
not plainly and conspicuously marked on the outside of the package.

Misbranding was alleged with respect to the November 15, 1920, shipment
of cottonseed meal and the cottonseed cake for the reason that the statements,
respectively, to wit, “ Protein 43.00 per cent” and “ Crude Protein 43.00 per
cent,” borne on the tags attached to the sacks containing the respective articles,
regarding the said articles and the ingredients and substances contained therein,
were false and misleading in that the said statements represented that the arti-
cles contained not less than 43 per cent of protein, and for the further reason
that they were labeled as aforesaid so as to deceive and mislead the purchaser
into the belief that they contained not less than 43 per cent of protein, whereas,
in truth and in fact, said articles did contain less than 43 per cent of protein,
to wit., 38.61 per cent or 41 per cent, as the case might be, of protein.

On March 7, 1922, a plea of guilty to the information was entered on behalf
of the defendant company, and the court imposed a fine of' $400.

C. W. PuGsLEY, Acting Secretary of Agriculture.

10975, Adulteration of shell eggs. U. S. v. George F. Gutshall (Chatta-
nooga Mercantile Co.). Plea of guilty. Fine, $50 an costs.
(F. & D. No. 16023. 1. S. No. 18201-t.)

On April 10, 1922, the United States attorney for the Western District of
Oklahoma, acting upon a report by the Secretary of Agriculture, filed in the
District Court of the United States for said district an information against
George F. Gutshall, trading as Chattanooga Mercantile Co., Chattanooga, Okla,,
alleging shipment by said defendant, in violation of the Food and Drugs Act,
on or about August 15, 1921, from the State of Oklahoma into the State of
Texas of a quantity of shell eggs which were adulterated.

Examination, by the Bureau of Chemistry of this department, of 720 eggs
from the consignment showed that 413, or 57.3 per cent of those examined,
were inedible eggs, consisting of mixed or white rots, spot rots, blood rings,
blood rots, and chick rots.



